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research on self concept formation in éelected ethnic énd SES groups and
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to assess its relationship with spetific academically related variables. . W
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The Soares and Soares self Eoncept scale was used to obtain five

measures of self percepfion in 785 students drawn from large urban and
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small city schools.. The results showed that those students with the
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highest self conbepés were most' likely to be male, white, having parents

with a high SES, and\Q?ving a high level of vocationél aspiration. These

results agree with the many siudies which have found a positive relationship .

'between SES, race, and ego concépt31 but do not support the findings of

\

some of the more recent studies which report higher ego concepts for dis-

advantaged children. : :
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Thié,spudy was designed to both replicate and expénd upon pre

research on self concept formation in éelected ethnic And SES groups and
: /
to assess its relationship with spetific academically related va;iables. .

-
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The Soares and Soares self Eoncept'scale was used to obtain five

measures of self perception in 785 students drawn from large urban and

3
. 3 . i M
small city schools.. The results showed that those students with the -
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highest self concepts were most likely to be male, white, having parents
with a high SES, and\Q?ving a high level of vocationél aspiration. These ' )

results agree with the many $£udies which have fopnd a positive xelationsh%p
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between SES, race, and ego concépt59 but do not support tﬁe findings of
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some of the more recent studies which report higher ego concepts for dis-
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Intrcduction

<

The question of the relationship between ego concept socio-~

3

economic status (SES), and ethnic group menbership has attracted unusual

amounts of‘attention primarily because of conflicting findingsa " Many .

i
«

researchers have suggested that children of the dower social classes,
5 * :

. . \

"do’ actually' reflect) the negative self ‘image that society holds for them.

3 Y
. ~

(Exickson, 1963; Witty, 1967). Other investigators suggest that SES is

not a significant variable in telf-perception (Cobeman, 1966§o

However,‘some of the more recent studies by Soares and*Soares, %1969;

— R \

Trowbridge, 1972; and Powers, ‘et. al. 1971) 1nd;cate that by some criteria,

v
1

counterpart in the middle and upper. classes. 'Why these conflicting e
A i LS
finﬂingsvhave been obtained'has not been determined but the differences ',

have served as a stimulus for further research espec1ally since the more.
recent finéings disagree with erpectation. Some investigators (erkel and
Moses, £971, Long, 1969) have suggested that variables such as differing
instruments, research ée51gn, age groups, religions, tlmes, and‘ceflnitlons N

<

have led to the inconsistent findings. There does, however, seem to be

v, . N

R 3 ¢ . . ) . s
. a consensus among most writers regarding the relationship between a

L

9051t1ve self concept and its effect upon school performance, interper-

sonal relatlonshlps and mental health. . oS

Y
\

N \ o
The present study, in some respects, has attempted to replicate many

aspects of the Trowbridge, 1972 and Soares and Soares, 1969, and Powers,-
et al, 1971, studies. The present investigators have, however, sought ’
to ,extend ‘these previous stndies principally by adding- anokher major ethniz

group. This'study is also tapping -a sample of youth from a section of the

i

United States not represented in the earlier studies.
N\ .

V)

the disadvantaged child may indeed hold a~higher self perception than his o

<"

Y
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InventoEy (1969). This inventory yields a self image, ideal image, and

three reflected self images, peers, parentsfyand teathers. The scale includes

v

20 paixs of bipolar adjectives egpressedmin sentence form w1tﬁ’each pair

¥

-separated by four spaces labeled much riﬁe me and little like me on, the

negative and pos1tive sides. The student indicates how he feels about

~

K

himself by checking gne point on the scale that best describes his feelingsg.

Each item on the scgle can be score§ either ~1 or =2 or +1 or 4& , more

3 L. . . -~

. . ¢ . @& - N s
positive ratings signify a higher self concept. The respdhﬁénts were also

asked to check off the number of years they would like'to continue in

) - N ’
schosl including high school, vocational school, college,. and post college

as a measure of their educational aspiration. ' ; N

.

Although the previous studies ‘all used a relatively standard method

N
of assessing each respondents SES (neighborhood, school district, etc) the

- -

 present writers beligve that it is no longer legitimate to determine SES

» ~e

of children in many large cities today by a classification of schools or °

neighborhoods because bussing has tended to contaminate school district .
\ / A

classifications.. Although parent's occupation seems to be one of the more

. P
-~ t ”,

commonly used criteria of SES, the present investigato#s also found that

this can be misleading. It was found that occupational status, or even
. . ﬂ -

income, could be influenced by community size, wealth, essential ethnic

- v *

makeup etc. As an alternative method, the teacher, of each individnal class

sample was asked to indicate what she believed the child's SES to‘be,
* \

based upon her knowledge of the child and his family. The teachers judge-

ment of the child's SES was then combined with the father's occupation and

»

. ) "W

. ip T .
The instrument chosen to measure self-concept was the Soares and Soares . .
/ Y . - -
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a judgement was thenﬂnade by the investigators as td the families SES -

P 1

- classification. All data was collected at the end of a normal schogl year -~
which provided’rhe teachers with ample opportunity to get to know each

.

student and his families position in the community. . -

d While students were completing the self concept ipventory, thé teacher

, was completing a form for each subject indicating' ethnic origin, SES, and

L 4
attendance data. Later, IQ and GPA information were obrained from school

PN -
» -

files, .

. .
DATA SOURCE T

I f 3 .

Cle &t

. Data were collected in 14 schools randomly selected throughout the
. , - p.2 ‘e

South 4nd Central portions of Texas from both large urban and small city
school districts. Twenty-six classrooms in $even schqol districts yielded .

LY
’

a sample of 785 students'nith‘approfoately equal«numbers representing the i
1‘ Bth and 10th gr///s.— The 10th grade was chosen as the hlghest grade level

“ . ;?because it was found that by the 1llth and 12th grades, many of the Mexlcan-
- -Anericap and "Blark students had already dropped out; of school. The BEh arad
was used as the lower limit because the present investigators, ggund r;"
a pilot study that studenps;belbw the 8th grade had extreme difficulty
. PRGN

comprehendifig the correct use of the cengept inventory. The original

' Soares and Soares stydy was con?ucted on the 4th through 8th grades.

¢ RESULTS: .

An ana1y51e of the data u81ng both a multlvarlate and univariate'an-

A

alysis of variance de51gn did not supé\rt\\he f1nd1ngs of Soares and Soares,

. and Trowbridge. Table 1 shows the univariate analysis of variance results

s

of combining the five individudl self concept sgores into one summated

o

/ . «
L ., .
) ¢ ' <) -

[
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score fo;’e?ch 1nd1v1dual respondent. _Blacks did show a higher overall self

e,‘: .5

concep than the other two ethnlc groups but the -difference was not sig-

nificant. There was, however, a signif%cant difference in overall
a2t i ~)‘ T “
self concept scores when the group was partitioned by attendance (.01)

-

“ the dLfference was not significant.

{5 gaéh of the five self concept scores yielded by the Soares.and Soares

scales were examined using multivariate analysis of variance with reference
11 -

. to race, SES, gryde level, GRA, attendance record; aspiration level and sex.

- » - LY

‘Table 2 shows the 1nd1v1dual self concept differences when.the'students

- —_ S

were\partitioned by race. Black s showed a 51gn1f1cantly hlgher score (.10)

on one scale; reflected parents. White respondents had a 51gn1f1cantly

higher score (. Ol) on the ideal self concept scale. ‘The test of H, %Fr T,

-

‘equallty of centrolds was 51gn1f1cant at the .05 level’ thus show1ng that there\\

-

»

.
c

were ;;?rall differences between the groups on the five dependent variables.
ab

le 3 shows 51gn1f1cant dlfferences Pf 10 and Ol for self concept and
&

ideal self concept respectively in, favor of whites when the data is partitioned

- —

by SES. There were also differences favorlng wnltes on, the three reflected

+

scales but they were not significant. The test of H -was 91gn1f1canf'at the

o ~

1A
.05 leVel.
o A
Tanle 4 examines the data with respect to the‘respondents grade in schcol.

\ o >

Tenth grade students showed 51gn1f1cantly hlgher self concepts (.10) and ideal

éelé concepts (.01) than eighth gradevstudénts. The\test of H2 was not sig-
. i \

nificant. . .

g

Q-

[
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i . .
?able 5 reflects the relationship between self concept and the subject's

,‘é * . L3

GPA. A_though stuaents with higher létte; grades generally showed higher

self concepts, only the ideal concept scale showed a 51gn1f1cant ulfference

s

(.01). The test of H2 was 51gn1f1cant at the .05 level 51gn1fy1ng overall

2

differences on the five dependent variables when the subjects were partlf

tiohed‘by GPA. 3 S

t t

Table 6 presents the most significant fiﬁdingé. Students with excel-
T L1

lent attendance.recordé showed significantly higher self concepts (.0l) .an

all scales-except reflected parents (.10) than those with poor attehdance

{

recgiqi; “The overall test of. H2 was significant at the 05 level.

1e 7 indicates that"students who aspire te complete colleye have

y
* the highes@ self concepts when compaqed.with those who plan to complete

high school or vocational school or to stay in college»yore than 4 years.

Vocational school aspirants had the lowest self perception on each of. the
. ~ . ) -

scales except ideal self. The fact that students who aspi;ed to §pend more

.
.

than 4 years at theycoliege level showed low self concept scores may be

‘a result of the respondents general lack of u?derstanding of poét college

education. The test of(.H2 for overall discrimination was significant at

the .10 level.

~ Table 8 shows that sex'is not an important variable ix relation to self

-

concept. Males showedaonly slightly higher "self appraisal than females
. ) . . .
(.10). The test was not significant. i ’

’

.8 . . :
Table 9 presents the significant correlations found when all the major,

'

variables examined in this project were intercorrelated. All of the relation~

ships, although they are not strong, are in the direction that would be

intuitively expected. Children of darker color have lower SES, lower - .

level of aspiration, and lower grade averages. Children with higher SES

\

s v
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' have better attendance records, hlgher grades and a higher leVel of asp1~

Y - ‘
.
’ B * ')o - 3
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ration. There -were no slgnlflcant correlatlons among the self concept

he 3
-

inventory scores and race, SES, or grade average. d o . .'f
Table 10 shows the intercorrelation of the five self concept scéres- - . /;“
. . N © . ‘\‘ : ] \) . ‘ '
and the summated concept score. All of the-’s¢ales are highly-interregated -
' AN e - -
. . . .t :
éxcept scale numbet’ 2, ideal self concept.. 'y e IR ..
- o } ‘" piscussioN . L s

. :
L3 . ' . AY
LY . N . .
-
r - . -

. _ -
This study had three major purposes. First, an attempt was made

: . L . . - N : 4 . S

to determine if%a_relationspip%existed bétween “self concept\and'ethnic:" o Ni:

. D .
origin. 'The results showed that there was.not a significant diggerence Y ) ‘ .
' y. q‘ . . . .

among the groups on an -overall 3pmmated self concept ‘measure.  White Tt .
respondents d;d, hopever,\score s1gn1f1cantly hlgher (. 01§\on the 1deal < ‘;
,’ 3
self concept portion of the scale. Blacks showed the lowest ideal Self . " . ~

- 1
.
- . . ! -

concept: The project then attempted to detérmine whether self concept

a.

\0 -

was related to SES._ High SES respondents showed'the h1ghes£ summated self

‘concept score although the dlfference betWeen hlgh and low ;¥S subjects ‘

; i o

was not s1gn1f1cant Most of theéglfferences betWeen SES groups was found
o

L4
.

to be centered on the ideal self roncept scale and the ba51c‘self concept s
) s g ‘

{
!

-

scale. -The differences were significant at the .Orfand .10 ¥evels re-*
R ) . /. !.‘ Q. ) .
spectively with those subjects with the highest SES;showing/higher ratings. * <

o 3 -

Finall?, a group of academical;& reiated variables! GPA, grade Jevel, .

attendence record, apd aspiration»were'studied_in.relation to, the self
concept measnres: Those students°with oetter attendance recdrds showed a -
- kS . . - . ¢ . K
significantly (.0l) higher summated self co cept and,on each of'thelindi—: .¥. |
viddal concept measures. Tenth gradersﬂand“those with hlqher GPA's Show- . V
v /L

_ed significantly (.0l) higher ideal sel@fcohcept measure. Co - ‘\
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As a subsequent part of this project, the major independent variables

‘7

b

.used in-this study arekintercorrelated.

. was fourd to be between race anp SES.

.

.

The highest relationship, .42,

LY

An intercorrelation of the five sub-

’o-

'scales on the self concept measure demonstrated a considerable amount of

!

overlap w1th the exception of the ideal self concept scale.

with several preVious projects. that showed blacks and lower SES subjects to

" The most

-

\

[y

..

4

T

=

g

.

< \

\b ‘

&2

H

Ny

>

significant findings of- this study was “its lack of aggreement

have higher self concepts; The difference may be explained by changes in

- . " Ny

sOCiological conditions since, the previous studies Were completed or the : .

~ e b, . - -
3 . -~

fact that subjects from a different Section of thewcountry were used in this

study. The results alsc'showed.that the most significant and meaningful{

H
" i “ @3 3

relationship was found to be between various. self concept ratings and school

AN | . . " hd .
- - o,

PP

.

‘aftendance. 4 '
'(te e Y
‘;‘ . The ipconsistenCies between this repont and others suggést that the 3

. !

L) P

entire area of self concept and its relationship.and,academic.yariables . :

tq Y ”‘ e '\U
definite conclusions can

’

" be ihvestigated on a large scale before any more
4 - L . .

be formulated. . ,
i . > : «
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] . Univariate Analysis of Variance Results for

- ’ Combined Self Concept Scores ° ’:_3':

%

SOURCE OF VARIATION Ce oo .. @E T pus ). BMS

d . . - . ‘ 2

©.%. RACE . VR psD. N ] . . LT
- White® ° ©121.9 |39.39 |407 _ . T
. Mexican 120.9 |39.55 ‘{164 | . " o
Black - | 126.4 | 47:65 |145 .. ' “
- . > '\\

"

. [ S .
. 22,713 .} 14374.8 ' ‘1._69\9:63.

- o 4 - 1400 N
---\-‘——l.‘----.‘-"-—--a---‘----—ﬁ.'-‘— - e e
v

SES ‘ - v s, ’ ' ~,‘ N ) T - .
. Low .’ 118.2 }43.6 (239 . - NS
. Middle .. | 124.0-[40.0- |433 ) , T
“~High - | 131.0 .1 39:6 "] 43 — s Lo
h S . > P2,712 | 4,267.4 | 1,70245

;/:-’ ;. - - -\—c-f- -'..' -v - e, -\- - - -t o -c:" -] e = e e = e m N - - e =
,45 . £ ;ﬁ ~ ! . N . . . ’ e -
. ~ . 7 e ‘ | , ' - .
GRADE * _ _ |- , : - . X : ‘
- sth .| 119.7 [38.7. {332} - R O Lo | PR S .
- 1loth 125.0 |43,1 -{385. + o N R N 4 .l
. e ] o fa,71s | 44995.47 ) 1,691.8 2.95 JdOo .. - i
1---'----0-----—'---a--h—‘-‘—'--—--'-L---- -?‘-"‘---’--"‘_ ‘-"-’;:‘i
GPA _\ v ) A * ‘1.' v y . [

120.7 4Lt f1so [t sl L S L.
S k - 1,715.7 | 1.33 P e
>---é~--‘O-—q-Qi-‘-d—-—-—ﬂ"a.“.-—-—Alr.'&‘h‘ﬂ--g-"" - :

ATTENDANCE VAR » . A .

Poor . - 111:9 | 42.6 54 e | e - o ©
Average | 113.8° | 45.7 | 217 | : : R B .
Excellent. | 128.0 | 37.9 |443 ' U R ’

o : l.2,711 | 17,907.6 '1,666.5 [10.75 - | .01 "

. ASPIRATION | - v iy . S B PR R
High School 121.8 | 38.8 . 249 i . s Yo, & = ’
Vocational 7| 113.4 |44.9 | 4¢. S A A
College 126.1 | 38.4- {308 | . : P 7 R
College +_ 120.7 | 49.6 89 . o . . : ) .

’ -, : 3,690 2,119.3 1,709.5: 1.24 s

- % ’ ,’ o : ""F 0'.
—"“"'-"":‘-""'"‘—'P—-—-—-—--——-n—“_—u—‘—-—"—--—--—-:V—-‘—w——-—-—-——-—--:--—-——:———.-—-—'v-—-—}—g’“—’
SEX ' " I R o

Male 174.2 | 39.3 | 419 - T A -
E"emale N ~ 11909 4400 \'299 - - : ‘o B ¢ ."!'

.
L ! . - n .
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